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Current Topics. 


The Vacation Business, 


WE ARE sorry to say that on this day (Saturday) Mr. Justice 
Eve's term of office as Vacation Judge comes to an end. At the 
commencement of the Long Vacation, in commenting on the 
slackness in recent years of business in the Vacation Court, we 
remarked that the first half of the present Long Vacation would 
afford a good test for deciding whether the decline of basiness was 
really due to diminution of litigation, or whether it was due to 
the strictness with which the words “applications which may 
require to be immediately or promptly heard” were construed 
by some judges, or to some judges being unfamiliar with the 
greater part of the court work. The Vacation Judge during the 
above-mentioned period was, we said, one of the last to shirk 
work and one of the ablest in getting through it, The result has 
been to shew, as we anticipated, that the decline in vacation 
business in former years must have been due to the causes 
secondly above mentioned. The court work during the first half 
of the vacation has been exceptionally heavy, and Mr. Justice 
Eve has had*to appoint extta sittings to get*through it. Given 
a thoroughly competent Vacation Judge, not afraid of work, 
there is no reason to appretend slackness of business during the 
Long Vacation. 


Interlocutory Business in the King's Bench 
Division. 

WE PRINT elsewhere, in their final form, the new rules as to 
judges’ summonses in the King’s Bench Division which were 
issued in draft last July (ante, p. 659). The scheme of the 
rules is to establish a ‘‘ judge for interlocutory business,” who 
will deal with all applications to a judge not in an action, 
and also with applications in actions made before the mode and 
place of trial have been fixed. The judge will sit either in court 
or in chambers on such days and at such hours as shall be 
directed by the Lord Chief Justice, Two or more judges may 
le assigned for the work, but only ove judge is to be the 
assigned judge for any particular day. The fixing of the 
mode and place of trial of an action will alter the judge to whom 
further interlocutory applications will have to be made. The 
new arrangement of business in the King’s Bench Division is 
intended to have the effect of placing particular lists of actions 
under the charge of the judges who may be expected to try 
them, and after the mode and place of trial have been fixed, the 
action will be put into its appropriate list, and future applica- 
tions will be made to the judge who is taking, or will take, the 
list. Any applications which he cannot hear will go to the judge 
for interlocutory business. In the case of actions to be tried on 
circuit, an attempt is made, in the same way, to secure that 
interlocutory applications shall be made to the judge who will 
try the action. It will be interesting to see whether the 
new rules will in practice have the effect intended, and whether 
they will, with the recent rearrangement of London and circuit 
business, introduce into the King’s Bench Division the order 
and method the want of which has hitherto detracted from the 
efficiency of its work. * 
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The Chancellor of the Exchequer’s Portrait. 

WE REGRET to observe the covert hostility to the scheme for 
placing a portrait of Mr. Ltoyp-GrorcE in the hall of the Law 
Society shewn by a letter from “A Member of the Council of 
the Law Society” printed in Tuesday’s Times. Seizing upon a 

aragraph in the daily papers which erroneously stated that Sir 

UKE FiLpEs had been commissioned by the Law Society to 
paint the portrait, the writer records the circumstance that 
several months ago, when Mr. LLoyp-GEorRGE was President of 
the Board of Trade, it was proposed that the Council should pro- 
mote the scheme for his portrait, but the proposal was “not 
approved,” and he adds, somewhat significantly, that “ the ques- 
tion as to hanging such a portrait ih the Society’s hall has not 
been considered by the Council.” It appears from Sir JOHN 
Gray Hitu’s reply that the motion referred to in the above- 
mentioned letter was lost by a majority of one only, and that, 
out of the fifty members of the Council, no fewer than thirty-six 
have subsequently subscribed to the fund for obtaining the por- 
trait. The dissentient members of the Council would appear 
to have lost sight of the fact that the portrait is intended solely 
to commemorate the attainment by a solicitor of a position of 
eminence in the State never previously held by a member of the 
profession, and that this is the only test which should be 
admitted in judging whether such commemoration is fitting. 
Probably the greater number of the subscribers to the portrait, 
and certainly the originator of the movement, have no sympathy 
with Mr. LLoyp-GrorGr’s political views or methods. Neither 
have we, if we may be permitted to say so. But we hold 
rather strongly that if the Law Society’s hall is to be a solicitors’ 
Walhalla, fame in the service of the State should not be less 
regarded than fame in the service of clients. There may have 
been some lack of punctilious politeness in failing to obtain the 
formal acceptance by the Council of the portrait before it was 
put in hand, and this may perhaps account for the tone of the 
** Membor of the Council’s” letter ; but we trust that any slight 
irritation arising from this will speedily subside, and that the 
Council will unanimously welcome the addition to their gallery 
of a work of art such as the portrait is likely to be. 


What is a ‘‘Similar Instrument” to a Hook ? 


THE MAXIM De Minimis, &c., is not applicable to the legislation 
of the present Parliament; and in passing a whole Act to 
prohibit the hooking of wild birds, it has set the courts a some- 
what difficult question. Section 1 of the Wild Birds Protection 
Act, 1908, provides that ‘‘any person who shall take, or 
attempt to take any wild bird by means of a hook or other 
similar instrument shall be guilty of an offence, and shall be 
liable,” &c. Now, according to the dictionaries, a hook is a piece 
of iron, or other metal, bent into a curve for catching, holding 
or sustaining anything. Can there be a instrument similar to 
a hook which is not itself a hook? Could an instument 
consisting of a series of straight spikes be held to be similar 
to a hook? We do not forget that SitAKESPEARE uses the 
word “hook” in the sense of a snare or a trap, but this 
cannot be the meaning of the word in the above-mentioned 
Act, since the using of any “trap, snare, net, or other instrument 
for the purpose of taking any wild bird” was already expressly 
prohibited by the Wild Birds Protection Act, 1880. 


Taxation by Third Party. 


Where A third party is under liability to pay a solicitor’s bill 
of costs, he is entitled to taxation under section 38 of the 
Solicitors Act, 1843, and this is so where one party to litigation 
has, upon a compromise, agreed to pay the costs of the other 
party. Under the section the taxation is to take place in the 
same manner as if the application were made by the party 
chargeable with the bill, and consequently, when the taxation is 
applied for after the lapse of twelve months, or where the bill 
has been paid, it is necessary to shew that there are special 
circumstances which justify the taxation. In Re Norman (16 
Q. B. D. 673) it was held by the Court of Appeal that 
such circumstances are not merely pressure and overcharge 
or overcharge amounting to fraud, but that blunders or unusual 





charges would have the same effect. The discretion of the court 
* 


had, indeed, to be exercised in each case to determine whether 
there were circumstances so special as to entitle the applicant to 
taxation when his ordinary right to taxation had been lost. 
Similar questions have recently arisen in Re Hirst & Capes (in 
C.A., 1908, 1 K. B. 982; in H.L., ante, p. 684), where the de- 
fendants in an action had agreed to pay the plaintiff's costs. 
While the defendants were negotiating with the plaintiff’s solici- 
tors as to obtaining an order for taxation, the plaintiff paid her 
solicitors’ costs, and this payment behind the defendants’ backs 
was subsequently relied upon by them as a special circumstance 
justifying taxation after payment. In the meantime the plain- 
tiff had brought a fresh action against the same defendants 
claiming payment of her costs under the agreement of com- 
promise, and the defence admitted liability, but claimed taxation 
of the bill. So that virtually the question was whether 
taxation was to take place under the Solicitors Act, 1843, or 
in the second action. Both the Court of Appeal, however, and 
the House of Lords have held that there were special circum- 
stances in the case which justified taxation under section 38, 
notwithstanding that the bill had been paid. 


The Alienation of Devised Lands. 


THE RECENT decision of the Court of Appeal in Le Atkinson 
(1908, 2 Ch. 307) determines an important point as to the 
recovery of debts of a deceased person out of his real estate. 
Specialty debts are so recoverable under the Debts Recovery 
Act, 1830, and the liability was extended in favour of simple 
contract creditors by the Administration of Estates Act, 1833. 
The creditor can recover the debt out of lands devised or 
descended as against the devisee or heir, but section 6 of the 
former statute has a saving for the case where the Jands have 
been bond fide aliened before action brought. The land in the 
hands of the alienee is free from the debt, but the devisee or heir 
remains liable to the value of the lands. It is clear that 
the saving clause applies where the alienation has been made by 
a legal devisee, but in Re Atkinson (supra) the question was 
raised whether the alienation was equally effective to exclude 
creditors from claiming against the land where it has been aliened 
by an equitable devisee, whether for life or any other interest. 
In Re Atkinson an equitable devisee for life had mortgaged his 
life estate to a mortgagee who had foreclosed, and who claimed 
that the estate was thereby free from claims of creditors of the 
testator. In Coope v. Cresswell (L. R. 2 Eq., p. 113) KINDERSLEY, 
V.C., considered that an alienation by an equitable tenant for life 
was not such an alienation by a devisee as would clear the land ; 
but on appeal (L. R. 2 Ch. App., p. 122) Lord Cuetusrorp, C., 
was of a different opinion, and in British Mutual Investment Co. v. 
Smart (L. R. 10 Ch. App. 567) the Court of Appeal decided in 
favour of the equitable alienee. “This court,” said JAMES, L.J., 
“ought to treat an equitable alienation as having exactly the 
same effect in this court as a Jegal alienation would bave.” The 
same view was taken by Nortn, J., in Re Hedgely (34 Ch. D. 
379), where the equitable remainder in devised land had been 
settled on the marriage of the devisee in remainder, and it has been 
affirmed by the Court of Appeal on the present occasion. A bond 
fide alienee of devised land takes it free from the claims of the 
testator’s creditors whether the devisee is able to confer upon him 
a legal or only an equitable title. This is a very important 
safeguard to purchasers. 


Fair Comment. 


TWO RECENT cases, Hunt v. Star Newspaper Co, (1908, 2 K. B, 
309) and Dakhyl v. Labouchere (1908, 2 K. B. 325 n.), have been 
added to the already numerous decisions on the question, What 
is fair comment as a defence to a libel action? The two cases 
serve to illustrate, if they do not greatly elucidate, the principle 
in question. In both cases the question on appeal was whether 
the question of fair comment had been properly left to the jury, 
and in both cases it was held that it had not, and in each case a 
new trial was ordered. In Hunt v. Star Newspaper Co. the 
alleged libel was a statement that the plaintiff had been actuated 
by political bias, and it therefore imputed to the plaintiff 
improper conduct in the discharge of his duties as deputy 
returning officer at a municipal election. The judge 
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seems to have directed the jury that comment which 
tended to prejudice or impute blame to the plaintiff could not 
be fair comment. The Court of Appeal, however, held that that 
is not the law, and that a personal attack may be fair comment 
if it be warranted by the facts or~can reasonably be inferred 
from the facts. The court adopted the language of Mr. Justice 
KENNEDY in Joynt v, Cycle Trade Publishing Co. (1904, 2 K. B. 
292), where he says: “The comment must not misstate facts, 
because a comment cannot be fair which is built upon facts 
which are not truly stated, and further, it must not convey 
imputations of an evil sort, except so far as the facts truly 
stated warrant the imputation.” In the other case, Dakhyl v. 
Labouchere, the alleged libel was the statement that the plaintiff 
was ‘‘a quack of the rankest species.” This recalls the well- 
known case of Whistler v. Ruskin. The two cases are very 
similsr, the gravamen of the libel in each case being that 
the p'aintiff was an imposter. In the former case the plaintiff 
was a medical man and in the latter a well-known artist, but in 
the former the jury awarded the plaintiff £1,000 damages and in 
the latter one farthing. In the former case the judge directed 
the jury that a “quack” was a person who pretended to skill 
which he did not possess, that incompetence or want of skill was 
therefore necessarily imputed to the plaintiff, and he left it to 
the jury to say whether that was true. The defendants, how- 
ever, contended that the only accusation made against the 
plaintiff was that he was a quack by reason of his connection 
with the Drouet Institute, and that the libel so interpreted was 
fair comment. Consequently, they said, it ought to have been 
left to the jury to say what was the meaning which the libel in 
fact conveyed to the mind of an ordinary reader, and whether 
the imputation was a fair comment in that it was warranted 
by the established facts. Both the Court of Appeal and 
the House of Lords upheld this view and ordered a new trial on 
the ground of misdirection. The main point decided, or rather 
illustrated, by the two cases under discussion is that comment 
which tends to prejudice or which imputes bad motives may still 
be fair if the facts justify the imputation, and it is for the jury 
to say whether the facts justify the imputation and whether the 
words exceed the limits of fair comment. This is, we venture 
to think, as it should be. Fair comment is so essentially a 
matter of common sense and fair play that it is just one of those 
questions which a jury ought to decide. 


Assignment of Legal Choses in Action, 


ASSUMING THAT a right to recover damages for a tort is a legal 
chose in action, how far is such a right assignable under section 
25, sub-section 6, of the Judicature Act, 1873? Wricut, J., 
said, in Dawson v. Great Northern and City Railway (1904, 1 
K. B., at p. 281); “It is difficult to suppose that it was intended 
by section 25 of the Judicature Act to make all rights as to 
damages—for example, for libel or assault—assignable under 
that section.” And the prevailing view appears to be that no 
such rights—if merely claims to damages as distinguished from 
claims to compensation for disturbance of proprietary rights— 
can be assigned : see the same case in C.A., 1905, 1 K. B. 260. 
There seems, at any rate, to be no case in the English courts in 
which the assignability of the right has been distinctly raised 
and supported. In Cohen vy. Mitchell (25 Q. B. D. 262) a right 
of action for damages for conversion of chattels was assigned, 
and it seems to have been assumed by the Court of Appeal 
that the assignment was good, but it was not necessary to 
decide the question. Enactments in the same terms as sub- 
section 6 of section 25 of the Judicature Act, 1873, are in 
force in Queensland and in Ontario, and the question of the 
assignability of the right to recover damages for a tort has been 
raised in each of these territories, and decided differently. It 
was held by the Supreme Court of Queensland in 1895 (see 
King v. Victoria Insurance Co., 1896, A. C, 250), that the right to 
recover for loss arising from damage done to a cargo of 
wool in lighters through collision with steamers was assignable 
so as to enable the assignees to sue in their own names. The 
assignees in that case were an insurance company who had given 


On appeal to the Privy Council, the decision of the Queensland 
court was affirmed, but on the broad ground of subrogation, 
the payment made by the assignees being treated as referable 
to the policy even though the risk was not properly covered by 
it. The Canadian case referred to was a decision cf a Divisional 
Court of the Chief Court of Justice of Ontario—McCormack v. 
Toronto R. W. Co. (1907, 13 O. 1. R. 656). The plaintiff sued for 
damages for being run down by a car of the defendants, and 
claimed damages under two heads ; one head of was for 
personal injuries sustained by the plaintiff, the other was for the 
loss of the horse ridden by the plaintiff. The horse was the pro- 
perty of the plaintiff's master and was killed in the accident, and 
the right of the master to recover damages under this head had 
been assigned by him to the plaintiff. It was held that the right 
to recover for the loss of the horse was not assignable, and the 
action was dismissed so far as related to that claim. The 
Queensland case was referred to, but expressly dissented from 
- Sar to the current of authority both in England and 
Janada. 


Qualification for Legal Office. 


THE Prosecution of Offences Act, 1908, which we printed 
last week, repeats the time-honoured, but rather inane, pro- 
vision of almost innumerable statutes relative to the qualifica- 
tion of persons for holding legal offices. It provides that “A 
person shall not be appointed to be Director of Public Prosecu- 
tions unless he is a barrister or solicitor of not less than ten 
years’ standing, and a person shall not be appointed to be an 
Assistant Director of Public Prosecutions unless he is a barrister 
or solicitor of not less than seven years’ standing.” That is to 
say, if the provision is to be taken literally, the appointee need 
only have been called to the bar, or admitted a solicitor, ten 
years or seven years before appointment. He need not have 
practised as a barrister or solicitor, but he must have had 
sufficient time to forget all the legal lore he had to acquire in 
order to be called or admitted. Surely it would not be 
beyond the power of the Parliamentary draftsman to invent 
a new formula expressing what is meant, and, moreover, to adapt 
the qualification to the office. Here are offices necessitating for 
the efficient performance of the duties of the holder an exten- 
sive and accurate knowledge of criminal law and practice; but 
under the qualification clause they may be held by a conveyanc- 
ing barrister or a family solicitor, It may be said that no 
Secretary of State would make such an appointment, but to this 
it may be rejoined, with equal correctness, that no Secretary of 
State would appoint a man just called or admitted; why then 
insert a qualification clause at all? The Legislature, however, 
has not this absolute confidence in appointors, however exalted 
may be their position, and it cannot be said that in recent times 
the necessity for a restriction has become less apparent. If, 
therefore, we are to fetter appointments, let us have a real, and 
not a make-believe fetter. 


Actions Against the Owners of Motors and the 
Burden of Proof. 


THE WRITER of a letter in a recent issue of the Zimes, com- 
plaining of the risks caused by the furious driving of motor 
vebicles, proposes as a remedy that a law should be enacted by 
which in any proceedings against the proprietor for injury or 
damage consequent upon the driving of a motor, the burden 
should lie upon the defendant to prove that it was driven with 
ordinary care and skill. The Legislature in numerous statutes has 
enacted that proof of certain facts shall shift the burden of proof. 
An example of such an enactment is to be found in the Licensi 
Acts. But we have much doubt whether the change pro 

will commend itself to the Government. It would practically 
limit the interference of the presiding judge and leave the ques- 
tion of negligence in all cases to the jury. Juries, so far as we 
have whee are willing to acquit a driver who is charged with 
having caused the death of a wayfarer by culpable negligence. 
But if in the same case an action for damages were brought 
against the employer of the driver, they might reasonably be 





a policy of insurance over the wool and paid the amount of loss, 
but the court held that the risk was not covered by the policy. } 





expected to award the plaintiff substantial damages. Some 
change in the law with regard to the driving of motor carriages 
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is, however, confidently predicted. The delay in any such legis- 
lation is not entirely to be deprozated. It will enable our legis- 
Jators to gather useful and convincing experience, and to profit 
by the example of the principal civilized States. 


The Public Trustee’s Advertisements. 


ENTERING THE post office of a small country town some little 
time ago, we were diverted to see mounted ina prominent po-ition 
a large card, of the description known to printers as “ d'splayed,” 
setting forth the benevolent willingness of the State to providea 
public executor and trustee, and the many advantages to scttlors 
and testators thereby afforded. This is an ingenious idea, 
cepable of further development. Why should not the flaps 
of registered envelopes contain an intimation that “If you 
want your property to be as safe as the money you put 
in this envelope, go to the Public Trustee”? Or why on 
the back of each postal order should there not be the words: 
“Safe bind, safe find : employ the Public Trustee ” ? Why, again, 
should the Post Office, alone among Government departments, 
be the receptacle for the posters of the Public Trustee? The 
county court offices appear to be still more eligible advertisement 
stations, and a small addition might be made to the form of 
plaint : “ Save litigation by employing the Public Trustee.” 








The Land Transfer Revolution. 


WE have already drawn attention to the draft Land Transfer 
Rules and Fee Order under which the practice at the Land 
Registry is to be revolutionized and a great additional burden, 
as well in trouble and inconvenience as in expense, is to be imposed 
on land owners. But perhaps the most objectionable feature of 
the scheme is the general inquisition which it is proposed to hold 
into all titles which, under the system of compulsory registration, 
are brought into the registry, and the placing in distinct classes 
of those which the registrar deems to be good enough for regis- 
tration with an absolute title and those which he chooses to 
stigmatize as meriting only possessory registration. 

It seems to be correct to describe the proposal as a singularly 
audacious attempt to override the statute Jaw of registration by 
means of departmental rules. It was a fundamental principle 
of the Land Transfer Act, 1875, that applicants for registration 
should be entitled to be registered either with a possessory or an 
absolute title. The difficulty of proving an indefeasible title to 
the satisfaction of the registrar had been fatal to Lord West- 
BuRY’s Act, the Land Registry Act, 1862. The object of intro- 
ducing registration with a possessory title was to enable land to 
be placed on the register on priméi facie evidence of title, 
leaving any defects to be cured by lapse cf time. 
Assuming registration to be required at all, this brought the 
land on the register with the least trouble and expense to the 
owner. The registrar, provided a primé facie title was made out, 
was not concerned to investigate the earlier title, and bis functions 
in regard to such title were Jimited to calling for production, 
under section 72 of the Act of 1875, of such dccuments of title 
as would, when stamped or otherwise marked, give notice to a 
purchaser of the fact of registration. 

Therewas nothingin the Actof 1897 to interfere with this scheme. 
On the other hand, that Act expressly recognized the distinction 
between possessory and absolute titles, nor could compulsory regis- 
tration have been introduced unless this had been so, Under sec- 
tion 20 of the Act a person registering under compulsion could not 
register with less than a possessory title. But this was sufficient, 
though of course he could register with an absolute title if the 
registrar was satisfied. And there was nothing in the Act which 
contemplated any departure from the system of registration with 
possessory titles ; and in paiticular the rule-making power con- 
ferred by section 22 (6) does not contemplate any such departure. 
As we have said, it is a fundamental principle of the existing 
statutory system of registration of title that a landowner should 
have the option of producing to the registry a primé facie title, 
= of thereupon being registered as proprietor with a possessory 
title. 








Under the proposed system this distinction between regis- 
tration with possessory and with absolute titles is, in the initial 
stages of the process of registration, to be abrogated. The appli- 
cation for registration will be accompanied by the same documents, 
whether the applicant desires registration with a poss¢essory or 
absolute title; that is, the applicant must, unlers the registrar 
otherwise directs, send with his application all bis criginal 
deeds and documents of title, with opinions of ccunsel, abstracts, 
conditions of sale, requisitions, and replies ; everything, in short, 
which will enable the registrar to conduct a rigorous investiga- 
tion of the title. And the draft rule 24 requires that the title 
shall in fact “ be examined by or under the superintendence of 
the registrar in accordance with the usual conveyancing practice.” 
In other words, there is to take place on the occasion of every 
application for registration the same investigation of title as 
now takes p’ace on an application for registration with an abso- 
lute title. In the case where an absolute title is desired, this, 
of course, is proper enough. The investigation could not be 
omitted without danger to the public funds, out of which any 
error must be compensated ; though under recent regulations the 
Land Registry, in their desire to increase business, have gone 
dangerously far in relaxing the investigation. But it has never 
been contemplated that the same investigation should be made 
upon an application for registration with posseseory title. There 
appears to be not the slightest doubt that the draft rules are 
opposed to the spirit of tne statutes, and, if they become final, it 
is to be hoped that an early opportunity will be taken of testing 
whether they are not also technically ultra vires. 


But the additional trouble and inconvenience of proving all 
titles in the registry is of less importance, perhaps, than the 
effect of the sifting procéss which is to be carried on in the 
registry. Under the draft rule 55 the registrar will distinguish 
all titles brought in for registration into two classes—those 
which he approves for registration with an absolute title, and those 
which do not come up to this standard. For this purpose it makes 
no difference whether the application has been for registration 
with an absolute or possessory title. If the former, and if the title 
is approved, then the registration will, of course, be absolute, but 
if the application has been for a possescory title, the registrar 
will offer an absolute title if he thinks the title good enough. 
Otherwiee he will grant a possessory title only. The obvious 
result will be to cast a slur upon all titles which in future may 
be registered as possessory, and effective measures should be 
adopted to defeat a scheme which will be so damaging to land- 
owners generally. 

It is moreover wortby of note that the dreft rules treat York- 
shire as a county where compulsory registration may be expected 
to be shortly in force. We refer to rule 30, which makes 
special provision with regard to the Middlesex and Yorkshire 
Registries in the event of registration being compulsory in these 
counties, and under certain circumstances dispenses with 
advertisements. Under the existing extent of compulsion there 
is, of course, no necessity for making any such rule in regard to 
Yorkshire, and we can only surmise tbat the new rules are to 
be followed by a determined attempt to enlarge the area of 
compulsory registration. If so, it should at least be possible to 
secure that nothing in thisdirection shall be done before the 
Royal Commission on Land Registration has reported. It 
should, indeed, not be difficult to procure the postponement of 
the changes contemplated by the draft rules until after that 
event. 








Mr. Lloyd-George gave the first sitting on the 27th inst. to Sir Luke 
Fildes, R.A., for the portrait which has been subscribed for by solicitors. 
He will be painted in his robes as Chancellor of the Exchequer. 


Owing to advancing years and failing health Sir Samuel George Johnson, 
who has been Town Clerk of Nottingham for thirty-eight years, has resigned 
tbat office, but his services are to be retained as consulting solicitor to the 
Corporation and Clerk of the Peace at a joint salary of £1,000 a year. Sir 
Samuel received his knighthood in 1893. Born in 1532, he was educated at 
Maidstone Grammar School, admitted a solicitor in 1854, became Mayor of 
Faversham in 1859, and was Town Clerk of Faversham from 1864 to 1870, 
when he went to Nottingham. In recognition of thirty-eight years’ service, 
it is proposed to confer upon him the honorary freedom of the City of 
Nottingham. Applications are to be invited for the vacant Town Clerkship 
at a salary of £1,250. 
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Reviews. 
Small Holdings and Allotments. 


SmaLL HoLpincs AND ALLOTMENTS : THe Law RELATING THERE- 
TO UNDER THE SMALL Howprnes Acts, 1892 AND 1907, AND THE 
ALLOTMENTS Acts, 1887 To 1907. Wirn AN INTRODUCTION 
THERETO, AND COMMENTARIES THEREON, TOGETHER WITH 
STATUTES REFERRED TO THEREIN, AND RvuLEs, REGULATIONS, 
ORDERS, AND FoRMS THEREUNDER. By GEeorGE ARTHUR JOHN- 
ston, M.A. (Oxon.), J.P., Barrister-at-Law. Effingham Wilson ; 
Stevens & Sons (Limited). 

This is a comprehensive and well-arranged treatise on the statutes 
dealing with small holdings and allotments. The statute law has 
now been consolidated in the Small Holdings and Allotments Act, 
1908, but, as that is purely a consolidating measure, the sub- 
stance of the present work is not affected, though doubtless it will 
be necessary to annotate it soas to shew the corresponding sections 
of the new Act. The work opens with an examination of the scheme 
of the statutes and the considerations which should influence persons 
affected by them—local authorities, landowners, and intending 
applicants. Then comes a consolidated statement of the Small 
Holdings Acts, 1892 and 1907, and this is followed by the full text of 
the Acts with commentaries, including the relevant parts of the Local 
Government Act, 1894. The appendix containsthe Land Clauses Acts, 
the Land Transfer Acts and rules—which are important in con- 
sequence of the requirement that local authorities acquiring land 
shall register their titles—and the circulars and regulations of the 
Board of Agriculture. 





Small Holdings. 


THe Law or SMALL Hotprnes ry ENGLAND AND WALES; WITH 
APPENDICES OF Forms, StatuTEs, RULES, AND DEPARTMENTAL 
CIRCULARS. By Srpney W. Crarkg, Barrister at-Law. Butter- 
worth & Co. ; Shaw & Sons. 


This work, also, will now have to be used in connection with the 
Small Holdings and Allotments Act, 1908, but that Act is not 
intended to alter the practical working of the statute law, and the 
commentaries on the he and the accessory matter which the book 
contains are not materially affected. The task which the law imposes 
on Small Holdings Committees is not an easy one, and, to discharge 
it, a detailed acquaintance with the law is required by the com- 
mittees, or at any rate by their officials and advisers, and the pre- 
sent work will be found to supply a useful guide to its operation. 
The appendices contain forms relating to the acquisition of land and 
to agreements with tenants, and the subsidiary statutes. 


Books of the Week. 


The Public Health Acts, Annotated, with Appendices containing 
the various Incorporated Statutes and Orders of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, &c. First Edition Public Health Act, 1875. By W. G. 
Lumuiey, LL.M., Q.C., and Epmunp Lumtury, B.A., Barrister-at- 
Law. Seventh Edition, in Two Vols. Vol. I.: The Public Health 
Acts. By ALEXANDER Macmorran, K.C., and Josuua ScHOLEFIELD, 
Barrister-at-Law. Vol. IT. : Appendices. By ALEXANDER MAcMORRAN, 
K.C., and 8. G. Lusnineton, Barrister-at-Law. Butterworth & Co. ; 
Shaw «& Sons. 


The French Civil Code (as amended up to 1906), translated into 
English, with Notes Explanatory and Historical, and Comparative 
References to English Law. By E. Buackwoop Wricut, LL.D., 
Barrister-at-Law, Chief Justice of Seychelles. Stevens & Sons 
(Limited). 

American Law Review, July-August, 1908. Editor: Cuarues E. 
GRINNELL. Reeves & Turner. 


Selden Society: Select Cases Concerning the Law Merchant, 
A.D. 1270-1638. Vol. I.: Local Courts. Edited for the Selden 
Society by CHar.es Gross, Ph.D., Professor of History, Harvard 
University. Bernard Quaritch. 


A Selection of Leading Cases in the Criminal Law, with Notes. 
By Henry Warsurton, Barrister-at-Law. Fourth Edition. Stevens 
& Sons (Limited). 

The Companies Act, 1907, and the Limited Partnerships Act, 1907, 
with Explanatory Notes, Rules and Forms. By Sir Francis Brav- 
FoRT PALMER, Bencher of the Inner Temple. Second Edition: 
Stevens & Sons (Limited). 

The Law of Horses, including the Law of Innkeepers, Veterinary 
Surgeons, &c. By Georce Henry Hewitt OvipHanrt, Barrister-at- 
Law Sixth Edition. By Crement ELPHINSTONE Luoyp, B.A. 
(Oxon.) Barrister-at-Law ; and the Veterinary Portion revised by 
T. C. Barton, M.R.C.V.S.; with Canadian Notes by CHARLES 
Morsz, DC.L. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 








New Orders, &c. 


Rules of the Supreme Court as to Judges’ 
Summonses in the King’s Bench Division. 


RULES OF THE SUPREME COURT (JULY) 1908. 
ORDER LIV. 
II].—Judges’ Summonses, d&c., in the King’s Bench Division. 


30. All Judges’ summonses and all appeals and applications to a 
Judge not in an action or matter, and all Judges’ summonses and 
appeals and applications toa Judge in an action or matter before 
the mcde and place of trial have been fixed, shall be returnable 
before and be dealt with by a Judge to be from time to time assigned 
by the Lord Chief Justice to take such business. The Judge so 
assigned (in these rules called the Judge for interlocutory business) 
shall sit either in Court or in Chambers to dispose of such business 
on such days of the week and at such hour as shall from time to 
time be directed by the Lord Chief Justice, and my my applications 
may be made to the said Judge when not sitting for interlocutory 
business as well as when he is so sitting. Two or more Judges may 
be assigned by the Lord Chief Justice to take between them the 
interlocutory Fae fren for such ape as he may think fit, but so 
that for every day one Judge only shall be the assigned Judge for 
interlocutory business for that ~~ Urgent applications may be 
dealt with by any Judge when the Judge for interlocutory business 
is not available. ; 

31. So far as practicable all Judges’ summonses and appeals and 
applications to a Judge, in an action or matter, after the mode and 
place of trial have been fixed, shall be dealt with by the Judge who 
according to the rotas of business in the King’s Bench Division and 
to the circuits announced for the Judges may be expected to try 
such action or matter. Where for any reason tunis is not practicable 
such summonses, appeals, and applications shall be dealt with by the 
Judge for interlocutory business. ls Ra : 

32. The order made on the summons for directions in every action 
or matter, and every order giving leave to defend under Order 14 
shall direct whether the action is to be tried with a special 
jury or with a common jury, or without a jury (whether by 
a i udge or otherwise), and shall also direct where the action or 
matter is to be tried, and the action or matter shall at once be entered 
accordingly by the party having the carriage of the order in such 
one of the lists hereinafter mentioned as the master shall direct, but 
the mode and place of trial so directed may be subsequently altered 
for sufficient cause on a summons or a notice under the summons or 
order for directions issued by either party. If the mode or place 
of trial is so altered, the action shall thereupon be transferred to the 
appropriate list. 

m3. Vor actions or matters in which the place fixed for trial is 
Middlesex there shall be such lists for special juries, common juri 
and without juries, respectively, as the Lord Chief Justice shal 
from time to time direct ; and every such action or matter, so soon 
as the place and mode of trial are fixed as aforesaid, shall be 
entered in such one of these lists as: may from time to time be 
directed. ie 

34. All Judges’ summonses, appeals and applications to a Judge, 
in actions or matters directed to be tried with a special jury or 
with a common jury or without a jury (other than circuit cases) 
shall, unless it be at any time otherwise directed by the Lord Chief 
Justice, be returnable before a Judge for the time being in charge 
of the list of special jury, common jury, or without jury actions and 
matters respectively, as the case may be, in which the action or 
matter has been entered or has been ordered to be entered as afore- 


said. 

35. Notice shall be given by the party taking out the summons or 
appealing to the Judge’s clerk of all summonses returnable before and 
all appeals toa Judge sitting in Middlesex other than the Judge 
for interloeutory business, and such summonses and ope shall 
returnable in Court for Chambers at such time as the Judge may 
from time to time direct. att 

36. All Judges’ summonses and all appeals and applications to the 
Judge in actions and matters directed to be tried on circuit at any 
assize town shall be returnable or heard before the Judge who 
according to the rota of business is expected to take the civil 
business at that assize town, if such Judge shall be in London or if 
the assize at the town at which the trial is fixed has commenced. 
such Judge shall not be in London or at such assize town, such sum- 
monses, appeals and applications shall be returnable before and 
dealt with by the Judge for interlocutory business, unless in any 
particular case both parties shall agree that a summons or ap 
shall be taken by the Circuit Judge at an asaize town other t 
that at which the case is to be tried. f ; 

37% Any appeal from a District im, and any Judges 
summons or appeal or application toa Judge in any action or matter 
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proceeding in a District Registry may be heard by any Judge on the 
circuit within which the registry is situate, notwithstanding that he 
may not be the Judge before whom according to the preceding 
Rules of this Order such appeal, summons or application should be 
returnable or heard. 

38. If for any cause the Judge before whom asummons, appeal or 
application should, according to the preceding Rules of this Order be 
returnable or heard is not available, or in any case of a Judge’s sum- 
mons, appeal or application not herein provided for, such summons, 
appeal or application may be made returnable before or heard by the 
Judge for interlocutory business. 

39. Lists shali be made and published of all summonses and 
appeals for hearing before the Judge for interlocutory business for 
each day on which he shall sit, as heretofore done in Judge’s 
Chambers, and when summonses, appeals or applications are in 
fact heard in Court, the hearing is to be deemed to be in Chambers, 
and all persons who would have a right of audience in Judge’s 
Chambers may be heard, and there shall be no further right to 
publish the proceedings without leave than if the hearing were in 
fact in Chambers. Lists of summonses and appeals returnable be- 
fore any Judge other than the Judge for interlocutory business shall, 
when necessary, be made by the Judge’s clerk, as in the Commercial 
Court. ; 

40. For the purpose of exercising every authority conferred by 
Statute, Order or Rule upon the Judge at Chambers, and not herein 
before specifically provided for, the Judge for interlocutory business 
shall be the Judge at Chambers. 

41. These Rules shall not affect the practice of the Commercial 
Court as to summonses, which shall continue as heretofore. 

42. These Rules shall come into operation on the 12th of October 
1998. They may be cited as the Rules of the Supreme Court 
(July), 1908, or each Rule may be cited by the number thereof as 
oo the Rules of Order LIV. of the Rules of the Supreme Court, 


LoreBuRN, C. , 

ALVERSTONE, C.J. 

Hersert H. Cozens-Harpy, M.R. 
J. GorELL BaRnEs, P. 

A. M. CHANNELL, J. 

R. J. PARKER, J. 

CHRISTOPHER J AME*, 

James 8, BEALE. 

The 26th day of August 1908. 


High Court of Justice. 
LONG VACATION, 1908. 
NOTICE. 

During the Vacation up to and including Saturday, the 10th of 
October, all applications ‘‘ which may require to be immediately or 
promptly heard ’’ are to be made to Mr. Justice Coleridge. 

Court Busriness.—Mr. Justice Coleridge will, until further notice, 
sit in The Lord Chief Justice’s Court, Royal Courts of Justice, at 
11 a.m. on Wednesday in every week for the purpose of hearing such 
applications of the above nature as, according to the practice in the 
Chancery Division, are usually heard in Court. 

No Case will be placed in the Judge’s Paper unless leave has been 
previously obtained, or a Certificate of Counsel that the Case requires 
to be immediately or promptly heard, and stating concisely the reasons, 
is left with the papers. 

The necessary papers, relating to every application made to the 
Vacation Judges (see notice below as to Judges’ Papers), are to be left 
with the Cause Clerk in attendance, Chancery Registrars’ Office, 
Room 136, Royal Courts of Justice, before 1 o’clock on the Monday 
previous to the day on which the application is intended to be made. 
When the Cause Clerk is not in attendance, they may be left at Room 
136, under cover, addressed to him, and marked outside Chancery 
Vacation Papers, or they may be sent by post, but in either case so as 
to be received by the time aforesaid. 

Urcent Martrers Wuen Jupce Not Present 1n Court on CHAMBERS. 
Application may be made in any case of urgency, to the Judge, per- 
sonally (if necessary), or by post or rail, prepaid, accompanied by the 
brief of Counsel, office copies of the affidavits in support of the appli- 
cation, and also by a Minute, on a separate sheet of paper, signed by 
Counsel, of the order he may consider the applicant entitled to, and 
also an envelope, sufficiently stamped, capable of receiving the papers, 
addressed as follows :—‘‘ Chancery Official Letter: To the Registrar 
in Vacation, Chancery Registrars’ Office, Royal Courts of Justice, 
London, W.C.”’ 

On applications for injunctions, in addition to the above, a copy of 
the writ, and a certificate of writ issued, must also be sent. 

The papers sent to the Judge will be returned to the Registrar. 

The address of the Judge for the time being acting as Vacation 
Judge can be obtained on application at Room 136, Royal Courts of 
Justice. 

Cuancery Cuamber Business.—The Chambers of Justices Joyce and 
Eve will be open for Vacation business on Tuesday, Wednesday, 
Thursday and Friday in every week, from 10 to 2 o’clock. 


(Signed) 








Krnc’s Bencn CuamBer Business.—Mr. Justice Coleridge will, until 
further notice, sit for the disposal of King’s Bench Business in Judges’ 
Chambers on Tuesday and Thursday in every week, commencing on 
Tuesday, the 8th of September. 

PRoBATE AND Divorce.—Summonses will be heard by the Registrar, 
at the Principal Probate Registry, Somerset House, every day during 
the Vacation at 11.30 (Saturdays excepted). Motions will be heard by 
the Registrar on Wednesdays, the 16th and 30th of September, at 
12.30. In matters that cannot be dealt with by a Registrar, applica- 
tion may be made to the Vacation Judge by motion or summons. 

Decrees nisi will be made absolute by the Vacation Judge on Wednes- 
days, the 9th and 23rd and 30th of September. 

A summons (whether before Judge or Registrar) must be entered 
at the Registry, and case and papers for motion (whether before Judge 
or Registrar) and papers for making decrees absolute must be filed at 
the Registry before 2 o’clock on the preceding Friday. 

Jupce’s Papers ror Use 1x Court.—Cuancery Drviston.—The fol- 
lowing Papers for the Vacation Judge are required to be left with the 
Cause Clerk in attendance at the Chancery Registrars’ Office, Room 
136, Royal Courts of Justice, on or before 1 o’clock, on the Monday 
previous to the day on which the application to the Judge is intended 
to be made :— 

1.—Counsel’s certificate of urgency or note of special leave granted 
by the Judge. : : 

2.—-Two copies of writ and two copies of pleadings (if any), and 
any other documents showing the nature of the application. 

3.—Two copies of notice of motion. : 

4.—Office copy affidavits in support, and also affidavits in answer 
(if any). 

N.B.—Solicitors are requested when the application has been dis- 
posed of to apply at once to the Judge’s Clerk in Court for the return 
of their papers. 





Law Students’ Journal. 


The Law Society’s Lectures and Classes. 


The work of the third term formally begins on Wednesday, the gth 
instant, when Mr. Dunlop, the lecturer in Commercial Law, will deliver the 
first of a new course of lectures on Marine Insurance at 5,30 p.m., and 
Professor Dicksee will hold his first class on Accounts and Book-keeping 
(General Outline) for Intermediate students at 5 p.m. On Thursday, the 
10th, the Principal will begin his course on Real Property for Final students, 
and Mr. Wright will commence his course on Civil Injuries for Intermediate 
men. On Friday, the 11th, the courses on the Practice of Conveyancing (for 
Final students) ard on Public Rights (for Intermediate students) will be 
commenced by Mr. Uthwatt and Mr. Latter respectively. In the course on 
Public Rights, the new edition of Stephen will be used. Besides these 
regular classes, special classes will be held during the term on Bills of Sale 
(Mr. Latter), the Law Relating to Solicitors (Mr. Uthwatt), and the Law of 
Copyright (Mr. Langridge) ; while the Principal will continue his course on 
Constitutional Law for the London degree. Copies of the prospectus and 
time-table can be obtained on application at the society’s office. 











Obituary. 
Mr. W. J. Stewart. 


The death is announced of Mr. William John Stewart, the stipendiary 
magistrate of Liverpool. He was educated at the Liverpool College and 
Exeter College, Oxford, and was called to the bar in 1877, and practised in 
Liverpool with success. In 1881 he was appointed stipendiary magistrate for 
the City of Liverpool, and performed his duties with great efficiency. His 
acute perception, says the Zimes, enabled him to grasp all the points of a 
case, while other people were considering the first, and he went through the 
cases which came before him with great rapidity. 








Legal News. 


General. 


The twelve months period of grace allowed to foreign patentees under the 
Patents Act, 1907, expired last week. The Act provides that: ‘‘ At any time 
not less than four years after the date of a patent, and not less than one year 
after the passing of this Act, any person may apply to the Comptroller for the 
revocation of the patent, on the ground that the patented article or process is 
manufactured or carried on exclusively or mainly outside the United 
Kingdom.” Fully forty foreign firms, says the Westminster Gazette, have 
made, or are making, arrangements for opening factories in this country. 


Mr. D’Eyncourt, on taking his seat at the Clerkenwell police-court on 
Wednesday, referred to the death of Mr. William Ricketts, senr., a well- 
known solicitor who had practised for forty years at that court. ‘“ Mr. 
Ricketts,’’ he said, ‘‘ was a friend of everybody who practised here. He was 
most straight and fair to client and opponent and to the bench. He never 
asked unnecessary or improper questions, and took no unfair advantages. He 
was certainly a great example to everybody practising in this and other 
courts. He was an excellent lawyer and a capital cross-examiner. He had 
immense common sense and good feeling.’’ 
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Mr. Asquith is, during his approaching visit to Leeds, to unveil a steel 
engraving of the late Sir John Lawson Walton at the Leeds and County 
Liberal Club. 


A case recently reported in the Supreme Court of the United States 
presents, says the American Law Review, a feature that is most unusual, if 
the report indeed may not be pronounced a curiosity. We refer to Interstate 
Railway Co. v. Massachusetts (207 U. 8. 72). The justice writing the opinion 
differs from the majority of the court as to the ground on which to base the 
decision. The consequence is that his opinion really is only a concurring 
one. It wears a singular aspect for a judge who has been commissioned to 
announce éhe decision of the majority of the court, to state those grounds 
and straightway to remark that they are ‘‘unsafe”’ and then to proceed to 
advance sounder reasons for reaching the result agreed upon. 


Manchester, says a writer in the Globe, is dissatisfied with the circuit 
system ; and what Manchester says to-day may be repeated by other large 
cities to-morrow. ‘‘ Many Lancashire actions are tried in London,” says 
the Committee of the Manchester Law Association, ‘‘ which ought, in the 
interests of suitors, to be tried in the county; and while the committee still 
believe that the only effectual remedy is the establishment of continuous 
sittings for civil business in Lancashire, they are of opinion that the adoption 
of a rule providing for special sittings whenever sufficient re ready for 
trial would tend to remedy some of the defects of the present system.’’ A 
similar demand from Liverpool, Birmingham, Leeds, and Bristol would 
probably make the authorities realize that the reform of the circuit system 
ought to be taken in hand. 


The Times, commenting on the County Court Statistics, says: ‘‘ Ona fact 
will be noted with interest and satisfaction. There is a large decline in the 
number of debtors imprisoned. For some years they rose steadily, until they 
reached, in 1906, the maximum of 11,986. In 1907 they fell to 9,214. This 
is far in excess of the number in the early seventies; but it seems that public 
opinion is affecting certain judges who have hitherto done much to swell the 
figures, 'The diminution reminds one how differently the present law may be 
worked with respect to the same class of suitors; how at one time prevails a 
policy which crowds our gaols with obdurate debtors, and how it gives place 
to another policy much more lenient. The returns also shew the very 
different and conflicting conceptions which county court judges have of their 
duties in administering the law. Some have virtually abolished imprison- 
ment, no matter what may be the means or the obstinacy of the debtor, with- 
out, so far as one can see, any sensible or very deleterious effect in restricting 
the power of the honest working man to obtain credit in hard times or 
emergencies. Other judges seem to have one object in view—how to extract 
as much as possible out of debtors for the benefit of tradesmen and other | 
creditors. The state of things would not be very different if Parliament were 
to say that one law should be in force in Yorkshire and some other counties, 
and another law elsewhere, ”’ 


The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 


Sept. 10.—Mesers, Jonw G. Daaw & Co., at the Mart: Sound Investments (see 
advertisement, back page, this week). 

Sept. 10 and 14.—Mesers. Baswarp, at Fair Haven Estate, Mersea Island: Freehold 
Plots (see advertisement, back page, Aug. 29). 

Sept. 12.—Mesers. Wetent & Scavsy, at the Lion Hotel, Cambridge, at 4: Freehold 
and Copvhold Accemmodation Properties (see advertisement, back page, this week). 

Sept. 2?.—Meesra, Wrrrorp, Dixon & Wiener, at the Mart: Freehold Residential 
and Sporting Estate (see advertisement, back page, Aug. 20). 








Winding-up Notices. 


London Gazette,—Faivay, Aug. 28. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
Liwrrep rv Onancery. 

Bieri Dreperxa Oo, Lrarrep—Credit are required, on or before Sept 30, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Sidney Wells Money, 15, South at, Finsbury. Allen & Co, Eastcheap, solors for the 
liquidator 

Braprorp Woot Co, Liwrren—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 9, to send 
their names and addresses, and the pa of their debts or cleims, to George 
Walker. Falifax Commercial Bank chmbrs, Bradford, liquidator — 

Cortrcorrs Fioor Covertxe Oo, Liwrrep (1x Ligurpation)—Creditors are required 
on or before Oct 5, to send their names and addresres, and the perticulars of their 
debts cr claims, to . —_ —- ot heey William Hind, 152, Aldersgate at. 
Hind & Sone, Chancery In, solors for 

Domwarns Co, Liwrrap—Petn for winding up, presented Aug 25, directed to be heard 
before Mr Justice Neville on Oct 13. Chapman, Mcogate Btation chmbrs. Notice 
of appearing must reach the above named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon 
of Oct 12 

Feepertc Taeax & Co, Lrurren—Creditora are required, on or before Sept 26. to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Charles James March, 23, Queen Victoria st. Rehder & Higgr, Mincing In, solors 
to the liquidator ‘ 

Morri-Corour Perrine Co (1904), Limrrsr—Oreditors are reqnired, on or before 
Oct 1, to send their names and addresees, and the particulars of their debts or claime, 
to George Sneath, 3, Frederick’s p!, Old Jewry, liquidator 

Noste & Co, Linrtep—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 12, to send their names 
and addrasses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Albert Duncan 
Rarber, Alliance chmbrs, George et, Sheffield. Wateon & Co, Sheffield, solors for 
the liquidator 

Rock Frovr Mrurs, Urvrrep—Petn for winding up. presented Aug 22, directed to be 
heard at the Guildhall, Cambridge, Spt 23, at 2, Francis & Co, Cambridge, solors to 
the petners, of appearing must reach the above named not later than 
6 o’clock in the afternoon of Sept 22 

London Gazette.—Tvesnsy, Sept. 1. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lortrep an gen ae fae oun 

A. Mriow & Co, Liurrep—Creditors are req . on or before ’ send ic 
names and addresses, 1. be particulars of their debts or claims, to Louis Nicholas, 

19, Castle st. Liverpool, liquidator. 

Commercrat Eveocreo-Cummtcat Awatysts Co, Liarrep—Creditors are required, on or 




















Mr. P, V. Smith (Chancellor of the Dioceses of Manchester and Durham), | 
writing to the Times on the Deceased Wife’s Sister Act, says: ‘‘ The 

question of the repeal effected by this Act really lies in a nutshell. Before | 
Lord Lyndhurst’s Act of 1835 the law—it does not matter on what founded or | 
whence derived—unquestionably was that a marriage with a deceased wife’s 
sister, like all other marriages of affinity, was civilly valid unless and until 
made void by proceedings in an ecclesiastical court during the lifetime of the 
parties ; while it was ecclesiastically wrongful ab initio and was liable at any 
time so to be declared by such proceedings. The Act of 1835 made all these 
marriages civilly void a) initio, and rendered proceedings to declare their 
ecclesiastical wrongfulness unnecessary and superfluous. The Act of 1907 
repeals that Act to this extent, that it validates ab initio marriage with a 
deceased wife’s sister ‘as a civil contract.’ It appears also by implication 
to deal with some, though not all, of the consequences of its ecclesiastical 
wrongfulness, But it clearly leaves the fact of its ecclesiastical wrongfulness 
unrepealed. A parallel for a repeal of consequences of ecclesiastical wrong- 





| 


Sepwaovr Zartrra Nawas & Co, Limrrep 
to 


before Sent 30, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 

or claims, to = c Roberts, 9 and 10, Pancrasin. Longhurst, 2, Fenchurch bidgs, 

solor for the liquidator ’ 

Reverw Fir pus. Layrene—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 1, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Frank Fildes, 
6, Vernon st, Stockvort. Russell & Oo, 8 solors for the liquidator 

sirasrs ho ae or Sale 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or ms, 

Hanna Doumwmar, 26, Sharia, Maghraby.~ Devonshire, Cairo, Egypt, solor for 

the liquidator 


| W. Mapvocxs & Co, Lrurrgv—OCreditors for debta since Nov 18, 1907. are required, on 


or before Sept 34, to send in particulars of their debts or claims to Thos A, Hanmer, 
9, Cook st, Liverpool, receiver. 


Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Cram. 
Gasetie.—Fripay, ane. 7. 








London , 
doing without the repeal of the wrongdoing itself is to be found in the Act of | Sucrm, Cuagces, Tollington pk Sept 8 Sparrow v Smith, Swinfen Eady,J Lightly, 


1846, which abolished the penalties for neglect of churchgoing, but left 


Charles at, St James’ e 


untouched the duty of churchgoing on the part of all English people except | T#0mas. Epuunp, Worthen, Balon. Builder Oct 1 Gwynne and Others v Westhead, 


Parker, J Shawcross, Wellington 


those who dissent from the Church of England and usually attend some other | woopsoepe. Here Wuattrr, Red Lion eq, Solicitor Sept 30 Woodforde y Wood- 


place of worship.” 


forde, Warrington, J Ingpen, South eq, Gray’s inn 
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Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Aug 28, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 

Asranams, Max, Higher Broughton, Salford, Cabinet 
Maker Salford Pet July 16 Ord Aug 24 

Avexanper, Haney, Elwick, nr West Hartlepool, Wood- 
working inist Sunderland Pet Aug 22 Ord 
Aug 22 

Baker, Rosgrt Writs, Letheringham, Suffolk, Miller 
Ipswich Pet Aug 25 Ord Aug 25 

Bewserr, Atseat, Birmingham, Furniture Dealer Birm- 
ingham Pet Aug26 O:d Aug 6 

Broop, Jonn Henry, Horncastle, Lincs, Ostler Lincoln 
Pet Aug 25 Ord Aug 25 

Baunsxitu, James, 8t Helens, Lancs, Butcher Liverpool 
Pet Aug 25 Ord Aug 25 

Buays, James Mouton, Choriton cum Hardy,nr Manchester, 
Audit Clerk Salford Pet Ang25 Ord Aug 25 

Buraegvy, James Earnest, Hestercombe ay, Fulham High 

‘ourt Pet Junei7 Ord Aug 24 

Bouroner, L E, Gracechurch st, Cigar Merchant High 
Court Pet July 29 Ord Aug 24 

Coates, W1t114M Joun Dopason, Scarborough Scarborough 
Pet Aug 26 Ori Aug 26 

Cottarp, Sauvet, jun, Burton on Trent, 
Burton on Trent Pet Aug 25 Ord Aug 25 

Caump, WiLL14m Henry, Manchester, Cycle Dealer Man- 
chester Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 26 

Dasvitt, Epwaszp, Southfields, Builder Wandsworth Pet 
July 23 Ord Aug 26 

Fanssox, Jonny Wenster, High rd, Wood Green, Beef 
Butcher Edmonton Pet Aug25 Ord Aug 25 

Fatzxp James, Rainham, Kent, MotorEngineer Rochester 
Pet Aug 25 Ord Aug 25 

Gare, Water Joux, Dipley Mill, Winchfield, Hants, 
Miller Winchester Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 26 

Gtucxstein, Raruaxt, High st, Portland pl, Tailor High 
Court Pet Aug 25 Ord Avg 25 

Haruis, Gzorar Rosinson, Bexley Heath, Phutographer 
Rochester Pet Aug 24 Ord 24 

Hasrisox, Sarau, Bolton, Smallware Dealer Bolton Pet 
Aug 24 Ord Aug 24 

Heynemanx, Karu Evcenr, Farringdon st, General 
Merchant High Court Pet Aug25 Ord Aug 25 

Hivett, Cnartes Henay, Great Malvern, orcester, 
Baker Worcester Pet Aug 25 Ord Aug 25 

Hoorar, Hexry Apion, Stroud, Glos, Cycle Dealer 
Gloucester Pet Augi1 Ord Aug 24 

Jacops, Max, South Park rd, Wimbledon, 
Kingston, Surrey Pet Aug24 Ord Aug 24 

James, Witiiam, Neath, Baker Neath Pet Aug 25 Ord 


Aug 25 

Jaume bree Tuomas, Hafod, Swansea, Fruiterer Swansea 
Pet Aug 25 Ord Aug 25 

Jowgs, Francis Ricnargp, Nuneaton, Warwick, Bookseller 
Coventry Pet Aug 24 Ord Aug 24 

Jonzs, Joux, Clydach, Liangyfelach, Glam, 
Neath Pet Aug 2 Ord Aug 26 

Joxzs, Tuomas, Cleethorpes, Cycle Agent Great Grimsby 
Pet Aug 25 Ord Aug 25 

Jorcr, Witi1am, Clophill, Beds, Auctioneer Bedford Pet 
Augi2 Ord Aug 24 

Kxow gs, Henry, Birmingham, Baker Birmingham Pet 
Aug 26 Ord Aug 26 

Livery, Rosert, Liverpool 
Aug 26 

Maorsz, Josern Hotwipay, North Ormesby, Middlesbrough, 
Yorks, Insurance Agent Middlesbrough Pet Aug 26 
Ord Aug 26 

Mauow, Jonn, Catton, Norwich Norwich Pet Aug 11 
Ord Aug 25 

Riowarpsox, Graxvittr, Moseley, Birmingham, Solicitor 
Birmingham Pet July 15 Ord Aug 25 

Ricumay, Jacos, Middlesex st, Aldgate, Boot Factor 

i Pet Aug 21 Ord Aug 27 

Roogss, Cartes Joun, Mile Town, Sheerness, Motor 
Engineer Rochester Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 26 

Bixorr, Isaac, Leeds, Woollen Merchant Leeds 
6 Ord Aug 22 

Srevexson, Wittiam Epmunp, Riggindale rd, Streatham 
Wandeworth Pet July 24 Ord Aug 26 

Water, Sterutx Jonyv, Kingsdown, nr Dover, Coal 
Merchant Canterbury Pet Aug 25 Ord Aug 25 

Warman, Hewny, Thetford, Norfolk, Furniture Dealer 
Norwich Pet Aug24 Ord Aug 24 


Fishmonger 


Surrey 


Labourer 


Liverpool Pet Aug 26 Ord 


Pet Aug 


Watson, Grorcz Henry, Derby, Railway Labourer Derby 
Pet Aug 


26 Ord Aug 26 

Wernes, Isrart, Chicksand st, Brick In, Furrier High 
Court Pet July 28 Ord Aug 24 

Wartraxser, Epwarp, Accrington, Beef Butcher Black- 
burn Pet Aug 25 Ord Aug 25 

Wiis, Lizwetys Rees, Trebanos, Glam, 
Neath Pet Aug 24 Ord Aug 2% 

FIRST MEETINGS. 
Batpwis, Joux, Fochriw, Glam, Fireman Sept 7 at 12.30 
Rec, County Court, Townhall, Merthyr Tydfil 

Broappanx, Cates Gerurcr, Ashford, Kent, House 
Decorator Sept 5 at 10.30 Off Rec, 68a, Castle at, 
Canterbury 

Brocxsorp, Witi1amM Harazia, Sutton Coldfield, Warwick, 
Manufacturer's Assistant Sept7at11.40 191, Corpora- 
tion st, ingham 

Buans, Janes Monson, Choriton cum = Manchester, 
Audit Clerk Sept 5 at 11.80 Off , Byrom st, 


Manchester 

Buaee.., James Eanest, Hestercombe ay, Fulham Sept 7 
ati2 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Butougr, Lroroip Eryest, Gracechurch st, Cigar Merchant 
Bept7at1i Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Crowrnes, Cuantes Henny, Raventhorpe, nr Dewsbury, 
Yorks, Butcner Sept 7 at1l Off Rec 
Corporation st, Dewsbury 


Carpenter 





, Bank ee 


Fatzxp, James, Rainham, Kent, Motor Engineer t 14 
at12.15 115, High st, Rochester ~~ 
Giteget, Wittiam Jonny, Stratford on Avon, Commission 
Agent Sept 7at 12.39 Off Rec, 8, High st, Coventry 

Gtianvitt, Frank, Sheffield Sept8at12 Off Rec, Figtree 
In, Sheffield 

Guiuckstery, Rapuart, High st, Portland pl, Tailor | 
Sept 8at12 Bankiuptcy bldgs, Carey st | 

Habserkery, Gustav, Station approach, Brixton, Surrey, | 
Jeweller Sept7at1 Bankruptcy bldgs. Carey st 

Haysury, Georar, Thornaby on Tees, Yorks, Master | 
Plasterer Sept7 at11 Off Rec, Court chmbrs, Albert | 
rd, Middlesbrough 

Hanrcukeaves, Josera, Broomhill, Darfield, nr Barnsley, 
Farmer Sept 7 at 10.30 Off Rec, 7, Regent st, 
Barnsley 

Hasris, Eaxest Hitprep, Westminster mans, Great Smith 
st Sept8 atil Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Hannis, Georce Rosinson, Bexley Heath, Kent, Photo- 
grapher Sept 14at12 115, High st, Rochester 

Hanreisoyx, Sanaa, Bolton, Smallware Dealer Sept 5 at 
1030 Off Rec, 19, Exchange st, Bolton 

Heywemany, Kart Evaene, Farringdon st, General Mer- | 
chant Sept8 ati Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


Jacons, Max, South Park rd, Wimbledon Sept 7 at 11.30 
132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 

Javens, James Josern, Carlton, Notts Sept 8 at 11 Off 
Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 

Lives, Revsex Joux, Northampton, Engineer Sept 5 at 
12 Off Rec, Bridge st, eclbeentten 

Lixtotr, Atraep, Hambledon, Surrey, Farmer Sept 7 at 
12 182, York rd, Westminster Bridge 

Luoyp, Evan, Abertridwr, Glam, Collier Sept 5 at 10.30 
Off Rec, Post Office chmbrs, Pontypridd 

Love, Grorat, North Shields, Auctioneer Sept 5 at 11 

Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on Tyne 

Marrurws, Grorae Tomas, Acocks Green, Worcester, 
Commercial Traveller Sept 7 at 1 191, Corporation st, 
Birmingham 

Patuiirs, James Witiiam, Bradford, Draper Sept 5 at 11 
Off Rec, 12, Duke st, Bradford 


Puau, Jouyx, Newtown, Montgomery, Carrier Oct8 at 10.30 
1, High st, Newtown 

Ricuman, Jacos, Middlesex st, Aldgate, Boot Factor 
Sept 7 at11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st | 

Rossins, Tuomas, Birmingham, Jobbing Builder Sept 7 at 
12 191, Corporation st, —— 

Rowcanp, WiiuiaM Henay, Hay Mills, Worcester, Painter 
Sept 7 at 12.30 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 

Sapnixaton, Harry, Appleby Magna, Leicester, Horse 
Dealer Sept 5 at 11.30 Off Rec, 47, Full st, Derby 

Stxocer, Isaac, Leeds, Woollen Merchant Sept 7 at 11 Off 
Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds 

Sxiswer, Envest Youna, Gresham st, Surveyor Sept 8 at 
12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Starrorp, Wavter Hensgy, Swindon, Bootmaker Sept 5 
at 12 Off Rec, 38, Regent circus, Swindon 

Tuomas, Cuagtes Wititam, and Tom Epcar MI.yr. 
Pendleton, Salford, Job Dealers Sept 5 at il Off 
Rec, Byrom et, Manchester 

Tuoryton, WitiiaM, East Thorpe, Mirfield, Yorks, Baker 
Pept 7 at 2.30 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corporation st, 
Dewsbury 

Turner, Witti1AmM, West Bromwich, Beer Retailer Sept 7 
atll 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 

Watters, Srepoen Joun, Kingsdown, nr Dover, Coal 
Merchant Sept 5 at 3 Off Rec, 684, Castle st, 
Canterbury 

Weiner, Israen, Chicksand|st, Brick In, Furrier Sept 7 at 
12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st ' 


ADJUDICATIONS, 

Avexanper, Harry, Elwick, nr West Hartlepool, Wood- 
venaee Machinist Sunderland Pet Aug 22 Ord 

ug % 

Aruspet, Arraur Samvet Drew, and Farperic Jonn 
ManrsuHact, Penn st, Hoxton, Fancy Box Manufacturers 
High Court Pet July6 Ord Aug 26 

Baker, Rosert Wit.1am, Letheringham, Suffolk, Miller 
Ipswich Pet Aug 2% Ord Aug 25 

Bennett, Avsert, Birmingham, Derattere Dealer Bir- 
mingham Pet Aug26 Ord Aug 26 

Boop, Joun Henry, Horncastle, Ostler Lincola Pet Aug 
25 Ord Aug 25 

Broapsurst, Water, Chorlton cum Hardy. Manchester, 
Glass Etcher Manchester Pet Augi5 Ord Aug 25 

Baunskitt, James, St Helens, Lancs, Butcher Liverpool 
Pet Aug 25 Ord Aug 26 








Buans, Jauns Mogtow, Choriton cum Hardy, nr Manchester, 
Audit Clerk Salford Pet Aug 25 Ord Aug 25 

Buseet, James Eanest, Hestercombe av, Fulham High 
Court Pet June 27 Ord Aug 27 

Burcuer, Leorotp Eayest, Gracechurch st, Cigar Mer- 
chant High Court Pet July 29 Ord Aug 26 

Coates, Witt1am Joun Dopason, Scarborough €car- 
borough Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 26 

Cottaep, Samvex, jun, Burton on Trent, Fishmonger 
Burton on Trent Pet Aug 25 Ord Aug 25 

Crump, Witttam Heney, Manchester, Cycle Dealer Man- 
chester Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 26 


| Faienp, James, Rainham, Kent, Motor Engineer Rochester 


Pet Aug 25 Ord Aug 25 

Gatz, Water Joux, Dipley Mill, Winchfield, Hants, 
Miller Winchester Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 26 

Guvucksteim, Raruart, High st, Portland pl, Tailor High 
Court Pet Aug 25 Ord Aug 25 

Grauam, Jonn Harver, Gosforth, Northumberland, Wine 
Merchant Newcastleon Tyne Pet July11 Ord Aug 25 


Harais, Georcs Ropinson, Bexley Heath, Kent, Photo 
grapher Rochester Pet Aug 24 Ord Aug 24 
Harnrisoy, Saran, Bolton, Smallware Dealer Bolton 


Pet Aug 24 Ord Aug 24 

Hinett, Cuantes Henry, Great Malvern, Worcester, 

Baker Worcester Pet Aug 25 Ord Aug 25 

Hooxs, Lizzie, Albrighton, Salop Madeley Pet June 27 
Ord Aug 26 

James, Wititam, Neath, Glam, Baker Neath Pet Aug 
25 Ord Aug 25 


Jeszeny, Ivor Tuomas, Hafod, Swansea, Fruiterer Swansea 
Pet Aug 25 Ord Ang 25 

Jowzs, Francis Ricuarp, Nuneaton, Warwick, Book- 
seller Coventry Pet Aug 24 Ord Aug 24 

Joxzs, Jou, Clydach, Liangyfelach, Glam, Labourer 
Neath Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 26 ‘ 

Jones, Tuomas, Cleethorpes, Cycle Agent Great Grimsby 
Pet Aug 2 Ord Aug25 

Livsry, Rosgrt, Liverpool Liverpool Pet Aug 26 Ord 
Aug 26 

a a Hoturpay, North Ormesby, Middlesbrough, 
Insurance Agent Middlesbrough et Aug 26 nd 
Aug 26 s 

Mavocotm, Epwarp Ruruerrorp, East Hele, Fremington, 
Devon Barnstaple Pet July 24 Ord Aug 22 

Morais, James Henry, Lower Broughton Lancs, Bedding 
Manufacturer Ffalford Pet July 16 Ord Aug 25 

Ricnarpsox, Witiiam Henry, and Wi.tram Saree 
SomeRFigLp, Burton on Trent, Plumbers and Glaziers 
Burton on Trent Pet Aug l Ord Aug 25 

Rocers, CHasites Jouyx, Mile Town, Sheerness, Motor 
Engineer Rochester Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 26 

Sayce, Jonn Georce, Smethwick, Staffs, Builder West 
Bromwich Pet July 16 Ord Aug20 

Sainner, Eanest Younc, Gresham st, Surveyor High 
Court Pet July 27 Ord Aug 26 


| Si.verstoxr, Louis, and Exwest WaLter Rogers Hackney 


1d, Boot Factors HighCourt PetJulyi3 Ord Aug 296 
Sivcer, Isaac, Leeds, Woollen Merchant Leeds Pet Aug 
6 Ord Aug 22 : 
Wares, Steeaen Joux, Kingsdown, nr Dover, Coal 
Merchant Canterbury Pet Aug 25 Ord Aug 25 
Warman, Henry, Thetford, Norfolk, Furniture Dealer 
Norwich Pet Aug 24 Ord Aug 26 

Watson, Gzoras Henry, Derby, Railway Labourer Derby 
Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 26 : 

West, Francis Saver, South row, North Kensington, 
Laundry Proprietor High Court Pet July 2 Ord 
Aug 26 

Warrssaee, Epwaarp, Accrington, Beef Butcher Black- 
burn Pet Aug25 Ord eb 

Witirams, Liewetyryw Ress, banos, Glam, Carpenter 
Neath Pet Aug24 Ord Aug 24 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Aug 23: 
O’Too.s, Josep Martix, Amhurst rd, Stoke Newington 
Tailor High Court Pet Aug2l O:d Aug 21 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Aug l4: 


Roserts, Owen, Talysarn, Carnarvon, 
Bangor Pet Augi2 Ord Aug 12 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Aug ¥5: 


Guanvitt, Frank, Sheffield Sheffield Pet Aug 21 Ord 
Aug 21 


Engine Driver 





The Oldest Insurance 


a) 8 
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Copied from Policy dated 1726, 


PERSONAL ACCIDENT, 
SICKNESS and DISEASE,| and EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY 
FIDELITY GUARANTEE, 
BURGLARY, | 


Office in the World. 


] N FIRE OFFICE 


FOUNDED 1710, 


Heap Orrice: 


63, THREADNEEDLE ST., E.C, 





Insurances effected against the following risks :— 


FIRE. 
WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION 


including ACCIDENTS TO 
DOMESTIC SERVANTS. 


Law Courts Branch: 40, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 


A, W. COUSINS, 


FUNDS IN HAND 


District Manager. 


£2,764,234. 
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